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Abstract
With increasing concerns over the excessive consumption of primary energy and the resulting
environmental pollution, lightweight design is a great opportunity to reduce energy usage of parts
in dynamic (accelerated) systems. This contribution deals with an extension of the classical topol-
ogy optimization by two factors to decrease energy consumption during dynamic movements. To
evaluate the extension different trajectories of mechanical structures in space are taken into ac-
count (not part of the optimization) to get a design proposal for a lightweight design for dynamic
(accelerated) systems. Using a multi-body system of a robot arm (4 DoF) the energy efficiency of
the mechanical structure and the descriptive criteria can be calculated. In this contribution it will
be shown that, depending on the movement and on which of the approach is used, the developed
algorithm is capable to increase the energy efficiency of a mechanical structure. A reduction of up
to 6% of the kinetic energy for moving the part in different trajectories, compared to a traditionally
optimized part with the same mass, can be achieved by a different specialized material distribu-
tion. This paper is a detailed contribution of the paper presented at NAFEMS 2012 in Bamberg
[18].
1 INTRODUCTION
The global energy usage has grown by the factor of 26 per capita over the past 200 years [21]
as shown in figure 1. With increasing concerns over this excessive consumption of energy, new
methods must be developed to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and to stop climate change.
Different technology options like renewable energies and energy efficiency can be used to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. Energy efficiency can be defined as the percentage of the total energy
input to a technical system that is consumed in useful work and not wasted - mostly useless heat.
The optimum level of energy efficiency is thus achieved when the benefit is met with as little
energy as possible. The highest impact in emission reduction contributions can be achieved by
increasing the energy efficiency of future products, processes, etc. [21]. Therefore the European
Union, several nongovernmental organizations and the economy have set the goal to significantly
increase the efficiency of the used resources in areas, such as living, transportation, energy
production and industry, within the next years. The largest sector in Germany where primary
energy is needed is the industry (2005)[14]. Here a small increase of energy efficiency has a
great impact in the reduction of the total primary energy used.
2. Historical dynamics of technological change in
the energy system
2.1. Historical energy transitions
Global energy use has grown by a factor of 25 over the past
200 years. This increase, far in excess of the roughly 7-fold
increase in population over the same period, constitutes the
first major energy transition, a transition from penury to
abundance. The transition in the quantity of energy use is
closely linked to corresponding transitions in the quality of
energy used and the structure of the energy system. Both
quantitative and qualitative transitions have been driven to a
large extent by technological change. And both are far from
complete. Some two billion people continue to rely on
traditional patterns of energy use: non-commercial biomass
as the principal source of energy; no access to electricity;
and levels of energy use characteristic of pre-industrial
societies (some 20-50 gigajoules (GJ) primary energy/
capita that delivers only some 2-5 GJ/capita in terms of
useful energy services due to the inefficiency of traditional
biomass use). Indeed, over the entire 20th century, energy
use in industrialized countries has been persistently above
the levels seen in developing countries despite accounting
(currently) for only around one seventh of the global
population. This situation reversed after 2000. Strong
energy demand growth in developing countries, particularly
China, coupled with stagnant, even slightly decreasing,
energy use in industrialized countries linked to the
recession, have meant developing countries now account for
over half of global energy use, or 276 exajoules (EJ) of a
global total of 530 EJ in 2009 (Grubler, 2008, updated with
data from BP, 2010; IEA, 2010). Representative scenarios
suggest that by 2100, developing countries could account
for between two thirds to three quarters of total global
energy use, anywhere from 300 to 2,000 EJ.
Although energy use has increased in both industrialized
and developing countries over the past 200 years, the
underlying driving forces have been radically different as
shown in Figure 1. Historically, increasing energy use has
been only weakly related to population growth. Nearly
exponential increases in energy use in industrialized
countries contrast with comparatively modest, linear
increases in population. In developing countries, the reverse
is true: nearly exponential increases in population yielding
— up to 1975 at least — only a linear increase in energy
use. Only since 1975 (and especially since 2000) has the
increasing per capita energy use characteristic of
industrialized countries added significantly to the impact of
population growth on total energy demand in developing
countries. These historical differences are explained by the
nature of the industrialization process and the defining
characteristic of industrialized countries — income growth,
fuelled by technological change, leading to affluence and
high levels of material (and energy) consumption. The
historical record suggests that many developing countries
are now at the beginning of a long, decadal development
path during which — setbacks notwithstanding — levels of
energy use will increase as incomes rise. Conversely, in
many (post-)industrialized countries, per capita energy use
since 1975 has remained remarkably flat despite continuing
growth in per capita income, suggesting an increasing
decoupling of the two variables as a lasting impact of the
“energy crises” in the 1970s.
Although the pattern of increasing energy use with
economic development is pervasive, there is no unique and
universal “law” governing their relationship over time and
across countries. The growth experiences of one country
cannot necessarily be used to infer those of another. There is
a persistent difference between development trajectories
spanning the extremes of highly energy intensive (e.g., the
United States) to highly energy efficient (e.g., Japan). The
concept of “path dependency”, discussed further in Section
2.4, helps to explain these differences in energy use patterns
among countries and regions even at comparable levels of
income.
Two major transitions have shaped the structure of the
global energy system and the qualitative dimension to
energy use since the onset of the Industrial Revolution
(Nakicenovic et al., 1998). The first is characterized by the
emergence of steam power relying on coal that helped to
overcome the constraints of pre-industrial energy systems,
including the limited availability of mechanical power, low
energy densities, and the lack of ubiquitous and cheap
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Figure 1. Growth in per capita energy use and population (1800-2009).
Source: Grubler (2008, updated using BP, 2010; IEA, 2010). Data prior
to 1950 are estimates.
Notes: Population in billions (x-axis) versus per capita energy use in GJ
including non-commercial sources (y-axis) for industrialized countries
(squares) and developing countries (triangles). Areas of squares
connecting x-axis and y-axis coordinates (illustrated for 1800 and 2009)
are proportional to total energy use.
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Figure 1: Growth per capita of energy use and population (1800-2009). Source data: Grubler
(2008, updated using BP, 2010; IEA, 2010). Data prior to 1950 are estimates. Source figure:
Wilson and Grubler (2011) [21]
.
A great challenge for researchers is to create new methods and to define new processes to be
able t find hidden potential for resource and energy savings in technical systems in the future. To
achieve this goal, it is inevitable to simulate the functioning of a technical system and to be able to
optimize it. In the system-based structural optimization the best possible structure of a part can
be calculated so that the overall behavior of the system and the interactions of system elements
are taken into account. An important method to calculate design proposals for certain boundary
conditions and in a given design space is the computer-aided topology optimization, which is
superior, especially for complex components and load situations compared to traditional design
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rules with an intuitive approach. Existing methods normally consider external and internal loads,
manufacturing constraints like e.g. demolding control. But normally these methods have the goal
to find a stiff and lightweight structure without taking the energy efficiency of the system directly
into account. These components are normally more energy efficient, compared to the standard
design, but they are not optimized considering the dynamic behavior during the movement of the
part. This means that, depending on the kinematic of a spatially active multi-body system, it may
be useful to adapt the material distribution of the part to avoid very large moments of inertia which
reduces the energy efficiency of this part during dynamic movements.
In this paper an extension of the classical topology optimization is shown. This paper is a
detailed contribution of the paper presented at NAFEMS 2012 in Bamberg [18]. Here, different
spatial trajectories of mechanical structures are taken into account to calculate a design proposal
for a lightweight design for dynamic (accelerated) systems. Using a multi-body system of a robot
arm (4 DoF) the energy efficiency of the mechanical structure and two descriptive criterion can
be calculated. Two reference values were specified as process parameter to adapt the properties
of each finite element in the design area for the topology optimization.
2 STATE OF THE ART
In modern product development the usage of simulation tools is common practice today. To ana-
lyze stress and strain in mechanical components the finite element analyses (FEA) is widely used,
for example. To investigate the dynamic behavior of mechanical and mechatronic systems multi-
body simulations (MBS) are used. The integration of body elasticity led to more realistic MBS
and information about loads acting on bodies for structural analysis and optimization. Additionally
structural optimization methods play an increasing role in modern product development. Topology
optimization [6] is used to derive design proposals for a lightweight design for structural parts in
early development stages. This method is successfully used in the automotive and aerospace
industry as well as in the design process of consumer products [19, 16]. By integrating MBS
simulation into structural optimization processes bodies in dynamic systems can be optimized
regarding the interaction between the body’s mechanical properties and the overall system dy-
namics [9, 8, 13]. In [3] an optimization process for the topology optimization of flexible bodies
in controlled dynamic mechatronic systems is discussed. This optimization process was even
extended to an integrated topology optimization method of flexible bodies in controlled dynamic
mechatronic systems where the control parameters are also optimized during the hole process
[2].
The torque minimization of a two degrees of freedom serial manipulator is presented in the
work of Arakelian et. al. [4]. This analytic method is based on a minimum energy control and
a redistribution of movable masses. First a optimal trajectory is calculated to reduce energy
consumption of the manipulator. In a second step the movable masses are redistributed using
a counter weight system. This method leads to a significant reduction of motor torques and
an improved kinematic structure. However this approach doesn’t help the product developer by
designing the supporting structure of each robotic arm.
Scientists of Chemnitz University of Technology and of Fraunhofer Institute for Machine Tools
and Forming Technology (IWU) develop lightweight components for energy-efficient machine
tools. In their contribution [11] they show that the mass of structural components at machine
tools can often be reduced by 30% using optimization tools. This reduction can lead directly to
lower electrical power losses of the servo drives in a similar amount or even higher reductions
up to 50%, depending on the motor and the dynamics (acceleration). This is a great increase in
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energy efficiency. An extended topology optimization considering the dynamic behavior and the
energy consumption wasn’t developed and used for their optimization, what would have increased
their total energy reduction additionally.
3 TOPOLOGY OPTIMIZATION
In this section the classical and the extended topology optimization are presented. A topology
optimization is used to derive a design proposal of a structural mechanical part. It involves the
determination of the shape, location and number of holes and the connectivity of the domain. A
new design can be calculated using the available design space, the loads, possible functional
surfaces and materials of which the component is to be composed of.
Optimization Modul 
FE-Solver 
FE Input File 
Boundary Conditions 
Loads, Moments 
Design Proposal 
Modified FE-File 
Optimization Loop 
Figure 2: Classical topology optimization process
3.1 Classical Topology Optimization
The topology optimization based on the controller algorithm uses a modified optimality criteria
algorithm (oc)[12]. The standard formulation in topology optimization involves the objective of
minimizing the compliance with a volume constraint. The compliance is the stain energy of the
structure. It can be considered as a reciprocal measure for the stiffness of the structure. The vol-
ume constraint specifies the amount of volume is to be removed. This algorithm homogenizes the
stress distribution in a part and obtains an optimal load path. Therefore it can be used for stiffness
optimization with material constraints. The classical topology optimization process described is
shown in figure 2.
First a FEA must be carried out. Second the optimization program starts to read the results of
the FEA. From iteration to iteration the properties of each finite element (such as Young’s Mod-
ulus and density) are modified until the optimization objectives are fulfilled. After 15 optimization
iterations it converges even for large models including non-linearities (e.g. contact) and obtains
a very clear solid design proposal. However, the constraints and object function are limited to be
the material volume and the compliance.
In figure 3 the result of a classical topology optimization for ARMARs[1],[5] next torso is il-
lustrated. The design area results from the free space in the inner region of the torso. Different
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loadcases were used to calculate the stress distributions and based on these results a smoothed
design proposal was calculated using the topology optimization. Using restrictions according the
production of the torso, the final design was engineered and the torso produced.
Figure 3: Topology Optimization of ARMARs Torso
3.2 Extended Topology Optimization of Flexible Bodies in Mechanical and
Controlled Mechatronic Systems
Albers et al. [3] extended the topology optimization process to take the systems behavior of a
mechatronic system into account. In a first step the classical topology optimization was coupled
with a MBS. Using a hybrid multi body simulation allows to take the dynamic interaction between
the FE model and the MBS system into account. The static load set can been updated during
every iteration of the optimization task using the method described by Haeussler et al. [9]. With
this approach a flexible body can be optimized in ”it’s” mechanical system. The consideration
of coupling effects between the body’s and the system’s dynamic properties are not possible.
But this is of great importance since the body’s changing mechanical properties caused by the
optimization algorithm affect the system’s overall behavior which in turn changes the loads acting
on the body. Albers et al. [2] analyzed this coherence. Therefore they extended the topology
optimization a second time. The hybrid multi body simulation was coupled with a controller using
a co-simulation tool. It can be shown that the coupling between the mechanical system and the
control system has an influence to the overall system’s dynamic behavior. As a consequence,
loads that act on a body in the system are not only affected by the geometric changes due to
optimization but also by the control system as well.
The topology optimization process for first and second extension as described is shown in
figure 4.
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Figure 4: Extended topology optimization process for dynamic systems
4 NEW APPROACH FOR OPTIMIZATION THE ENERGY CON-
SUMPTION
4.1 Introduction
The new method has to be capable to reduce automatically the energy consumed by the mechan-
ical structure during a dynamic movement, without limiting the functionality in order to increase
the energy efficiency. In this context energy is understood to be the potential and kinetic energy
stored in the part during a movement. Thus a topology optimization has to be extended to be able
to consider the potential and kinetic energy of the part which has to be optimized. In the following
chapters an approach is explained how the energy efficiency of a mechanical structure can be
characterized in order to derive a criterion for the optimization of the topology.
4.2 Potential Energy
The potential energy of a flexible body, build up of n finite elements, is calculated from the sum of
the potential energy and the deformation energy (Eqn. 1).
V =
∑
n
VFE,g(ξ) +
1
2
ξT ·KFE · ξ (1)
According to the principle of superposition the total amount of potential energy can only be
reduced when both terms are minimized.
The influence of the gravitational effect Vg can only be controlled by path planning algorithms
which is common in robotics today [17][15]. The trajectories are given here and not part of the
optimization. Furthermore the reduction of the potential energy can be achieved using the meth-
ods of topology optimization to reduce the compliance. Therefore the optimization of the potential
energy can be achieved by optimizing the deformation energy.
As described, the homogenization of the strain energy is an efficient way to reduce the de-
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formation of a component compared with another component with the same volume, loads and
boundary conditions. Therefore, the classical topology optimization can also be seen as an opti-
mization with the objective to reduce the deformation energy and therefor to reduce the potential
energy.
4.3 Kinetic Energy
If a metal structure has been optimized to reduce the potential energy by minimizing the amount of
deformation, it can be assumed that the kinetic energy can be calculated in a good approximation
using a rigid body.
The kinetic energy can be calculated using equation (Eqn. 2).
T =
∑
n
TFE,trans + TFE,rot (2)
The formula for the translational kinetic energy is shown in Eqn. 3.
TFE,trans =
1
2
mFEν
T
FEνFE (3)
And with the formula for the rotational kinetic energy TFE,rot (Eqn. 4) the kinetic energy can
be calculated.
TFE,rot =
1
2
ωTK,OIFEωK,O (4)
Therefor the kinetic energy can be calculated with(Eqn. 5).
T =
1
2
∑
n
mFEν
T
FEνFE + ω
T
K,OIFEωK,O. (5)
If a movement should take place within a certain time, whereby the translational and rotational
velocity are determined, only two parameters arise from this definition, with which the kinetic
energy of a body can be affected. On the one hand it is the total mass M of the target structure
and on the other hand it is the material distribution in the rotation, which is expressed in the term
of the inertia tensor I. Now, it can be deduced that the kinetic energy of a dynamic moving part
can only be decreased, when it’s mass is reduced and it’s material distribution is optimized. The
optimization algorithm used handles the resulting total mass of the design space as a constraint.
Taking into account that every material can only handle a certain and especially limited strain
energy density until it is destroyed, the total mass can only be reduced to a certain point. For
this reason, the optimization of the ”used” kinetic energy of a mechanical structure, can only be
improved by the reduction of the required rotational energy for a dynamic motion and a given
trajectory.
A general three-dimensional body motion can be split in a translation and a rotation motion
around a spatial axis at any time [10]. The motion can thus be described as a plane rotation (at
discrete time) with respect to a time-dependent rotation axis. Using this feature, the rotational
energy of any body can be described through the following scalar equation (Eqn. 6):
Trot(t) =
1
2
Jk(t)ωt
2 (6)
The tensor for the inertia I from equation 4 and 5 has been replaced here by the moment
of inertia Jk respective to it’s instantaneous rotational axis of the body. It describes the body’s
resistance against a change in the rotational motion and can be divided into two terms using the
set of Steiner [20] (Eqn. 7):
6
Jk = JK,s(t) +mkdk(t)
2. (7)
From these relations and the mass as a function of the volume mFE = ρFEVFE the equation
of the rotational energy can be derived for n finite elements constructed design space (8):
Trot(t) =
1
2
∑
n
[JFE,S(t) + ρFEVFEdFE(t)
2]ω(t)2 (8)
With a given angular velocity vector ω(t), the moments of inertia of the finite elements for
their center of gravity JFE,S(t) and the rotational inertia for the instantaneous rotation axis RT =
ρFEVFEdFE(t)
2 the rotational energy of a body can be calculated. It can be shown that the
effect of inertia JFE,S(t) can be neglected if the individual finite elements are small compared
to the overall structure what is normally given because the quality of the design proposal of a
classical topology optimization is thereby essential influenced by a fine and even finite element
mesh [6]. Using this assumption the rotational inertia Rt is the only relevant parameter that affects
the rotational energy of a body made up of n finite elements significantly. The equation (9) is a
criterion for the topology optimization based on the kinetic energy and is used in this approach to
calculated the factors to adapt the strain energy.
Trot(t) =
∑
n
RT,FEω(t)
2 =
1
2
∑
n
ρFEVFEdFE(t)
2ω(t)2 (9)
4.4 Implementation
As illustrated before, there are two critical parameters that affect the topology optimization based
on the energy efficiency of a mechanical structure during dynamic movements. The influence
of the potential energy is taken into account by minimizing the compliance. Using the classical
topology optimization normally the strain energy density is the parameter which is used. The
influence of the kinetic energy has to be considered separately. The finite elements which are
responsible for a strong increase of energy consumption have to be penalized.
The basic idea to integrate a reduction of the kinetic energy, consumed by a structural part,
is to define a specific factor which decreases the strain energy for efficient finite elements. Then,
the elasticity modulus of these elements, in the sense of optimality criterion, are less reduced by
the optimization tool.
The adaptation of the strain energy is based on the energy efficiency modeled by the product
of the strain energy of the design area and the adaption factor Q (Eqn. 10):
Strainenergynew = Strainenergyold ·Qadaptation (10)
Here are two different adaption factors presented. One factor is called QRED. The rotational
energy density REDi has to be calculated for every finite element and every time step of the
movement. It can be written as shown in equation 11.
REDi =
RotationalEnergyi
Vi
=
1
2
ρidi(t)
2ω(t)2 (11)
The adaption factor is built by the quotient of the smallest rotational energy of an element in
the structure and the rotational energy density of each element. The value of QRED is between 0
an 1 and can be calculated with equation 12.
QRED,i =
(
REDmin
REDi
)q
=
(
(ρd(t)2)min
ρidi(t)2
)q
(12)
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The second adaption factor is called QEDW . It is also calculated by using the energy density
(Eqn. 11). But here the strain energy density for each element is divided by the rotational energy
density which is called EDW (Egn. 13).
EDWi =
StrainEnergyDensityi
REDi
(13)
The adaption factor can be calculated by dividing the EDW of each FE by the greatest EDW
in the design space (Eqn. 14).
QEDW,i =
(
EDWi
EDWmax
)q
(14)
In figure 5 the new optimization process for the extended topology optimization for energy
efficiency is illustrated.
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Figure 5: Extended topology optimization process for energy efficiency
5 Example and first Results
5.1 Model setup
The optimization process introduced in this contribution has to be applied to parts of the next
generation of the humanoid robot ARMAR[5] which is developed within the collaborative research
center 5881 funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG). The goal of this project is
to generate concepts, methods and concrete mechatronical components for a humanoid robot,
which will be able to share his working space with a human partner. With the help of this partially
anthromorphic robotic system, it will be possible to step out of the ”robot cage” to realize a direct
contact to humans. Using a multi-body system of the robot’s arm (4 DoF) the energy consumption
of the mechanical structure and a descriptive criterion can be calculated and a design proposal is
1http://www.sfb588.uni-karlsruhe.de/about/
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calculated. In figure 6 the used configuration is shown. The lengths of the segments l1 and l2 are
defined to 500mm.
𝑙1 
𝑙2 
𝜃1 
𝜃2 
𝜃3 
Figure 6: 4 DOF robot arm
The third body (fig. 6 and 7), the design area, has a length of 200mm, height of 30mm and
a width of 20mm. It is meshed with 34.462 second-order tetrahedral elements (CTETRA10) to
get a satisfactory stress prediction [7]. The defined material is an aluminum-alloy with ρ = 2, 7 ·
10−09 tmm3 ,a Young’s modulus of 70.000N/mm
2 and the Poisson’s number of 0, 3.
30 mm 
𝒚 𝒙 
𝒛 
Figure 7: Model of the design area
5.2 Example 1: Academic
In this subsection, an academic example is discussed, where θn = θ˙n = 0, n = 1..3 and θ˙4=0.5·pi·t.
In words this restriction is equal to a fixation of the first three degrees of freedom. Therefor the
instantaneous axis of rotation was determined by a script. In this way, the distribution of rotational
energy density in the design space can be adjusted and tested. The relative positions of the
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axes of rotation and the resulting distributions of rotational energy densities in the design space
is projected onto the respective finite elements and shown in figure 8.
rotational energy density 
high low 
Figure 8: Rotational energy density for an academic example, θ˙4=0.5·pi·t
5.3 Example 2: with Complex Motion
At this motion the multi-body system starts at the time t = 0 with the joint angle positions θn=0
from the stretched arm position. All joint centers are then located on a straight line. This initial
configuration of the multi-body system corresponds to a spread arm. All joints start at the same
time with two different angular velocities for this example. From this two properties it follows that
the resulting rotational axis of the design space cuts the straight line connecting the joint centers
at the beginning of the simulation. For a short simulation time the rotational energy density at
any angular velocities will increase for every finite element in the design space with increasing
distance from the fourth joint. This movement is represented in the simulation model shown in
figure 9. For this model the angular velocities are defined to θ˙1 = −θ˙3 = pi and θ˙2 = θ˙4 = − 12pi.
The distribution of the rotational energy density at the described complex motion of the design
space is shown in figure 10.
5.4 Example 3: Model for Comparison - Traditional Topology Optimization
To be able to compare the results from the extended topology optimization it is inevitable to have
a result for the energy efficiency of traditional optimized parts. Therefor the same design area
was used for a traditional topology optimization with the standard load case shown in fig. 7. The
adaption factor was set to 1 and therefore all influences by the extension were eliminated.
5.5 First Results
In this subsection the results for the three examples are discussed.
Example 1:
Due to the relatively close position of the rotation axis to the design area and the quadratic depen-
dence of the rotational energy density and the distance to the rotational axis, the field in which the
adaptation coefficients are, is relatively large. The new design proposal based on the extended
topology optimization (QRED) is shown in figure 11. When this result is compared with the model
10
start (t=0) 
end (t=0.5) 
Body 1 
Body 2 
Design area 
Rotational axis (design area) 
Figure 9: Motion of the design area, θ˙1=pi, θ˙2=- 12pi, θ˙3=-pi, θ˙4=-
1
2pi
𝒚 
𝒙 
𝒛 
rotational energy density 
high low 
fixation to joint 4 
Figure 10: Rotational energy density for a complex motion, θ˙1=pi, θ˙2=- 12pi, θ˙3=-pi, θ˙4=-
1
2pi
in example 3 (fig. 15) a significant shift of the elements into the direction of the rotation axis can
be seen (ellipses 1 to 3). In particular free areas have been closed where the force is applied to
the structure (ellipses 4 and 5). Thus, this result seems more regular in its shape than the basic
model.
The design proposal based on the extended topology optimization (QEDW ) is shown in fig-
ure 12. In contrast to the result of the optimization wit QRED this result is more like the one of
the classical topology optimization. So there are more FE shifted to the rotational axis (ellipse 1).
Near the areas where the force is applied to the structure (ellipse 2 and 3) the beam is separated
into two small beams.
The sum of the kinetic energy of each finite element was calculated by using the element
density and volume. Finally the total energy of the design proposal was summed. In the following
table 1 the total kinetic energies of the design proposals are compared to the reference model
11
(example 3).
Table 1: kinetic energy for example 1
example kinetic energy [J] difference [%]
3 15811
1 (QRED) 14852 -6.06
1 (QEDW ) 15662 -0.94
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
Example: 1 
V*= 0.6·V0 
Figure 11: Result for the academic example (example 1 (QRED))
1 2
3
Figure 12: Result for the academic example (example 1 (QEDW ))
Example 2:
The second example is based on the movement of the multi-body system which was intro-
duced before. The kinematic is similar to the kinematics of a humanoid and also industrial robot.
The calculated design proposals are therefore from a more realistic topology optimization com-
pared to a traditionally topology optimization, which is based on the energy efficiency of the con-
sidered design area. The individual rotational axes of the respective simulation times are relatively
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far away from the body compared to the first example. In this optimization result (fig. 13) it is no-
ticeable that the optimization algorithm has removed many finite elements in the center area of
the design space (ellipse 2 and 3). In the area where the force is introduced to the structure, many
finite elements where removed due to the large distance from the instantaneous axis of rotation
and the square relationship between the distance and rotational energy (ellipse 4).
The sum of the kinetic energy of each finite element was calculated by using the element
density and volume. Finally the total energy of the design proposal was summed. In the following
table 2 the total kinetic energies of the design proposal are compared to the reference model
(example 3).
Table 2: kinetic energy for example 2
example kinetic energy [J] difference [%]
3 8292
2 (QRED) 8241 -0.61
2 (QEDW ) 8279 -0.15
Example: 2 
V*= 0.6·V0 
1 2 
4 
3 
Figure 13: Result for the example with a complex motion (example 2 (QRED))
Example 3:
This topology optimization result (fig 15) is used as a reference to be able to compare the
results from example 1 and 2. It is based on a standard topology optimization.
6 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
In this paper a new optimization process for topology optimization of structural parts, to increase
the energy efficiency, has been presented. The classical topology optimization was extended
where at different analysis domains, the multi-body system dynamics, finite element analysis and
topology optimization are integrated into a straightforward, automatic optimization process. Here,
two different trajectories, one academic and one realistic, of mechanical structures in space were
taken into account to get a design proposal for a lightweight design for dynamic (accelerated)
systems. Using a multi-body system of a robot arm (4 DoF) the energy consumption of the
mechanical structure and the descriptive criterion were calculated.
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Figure 14: Result for the example with a complex motion (example 2 (QEDW ))
Example: 3 
V*= 0.6·V0 
Figure 15: Result for the standard example (example 3)
In this contribution it was shown that, depending on the movement and on which of the ap-
proach is used, the developed algorithm is capable to increase the energy efficiency of a me-
chanical structure by reducing the energy consumption. A reduction of up to 6% of the kinetic
energy for moving the part in different trajectories, compared to a traditionally optimized part with
the same mass, can be achieved by a different specialized material distribution.
In the future the new optimization process will be applied to more complex models and sce-
narios. Additionally the main load cases from the dynamic movement have to be calculated auto-
matically in a new extended optimization process.
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